REMARKS 



The undersigned thanks the Examiner for the courtesy extended during the telephonic 
interview of 23 December 2003. While amendments were made in accordance with this 
interview, entry was refused in the Advisory Action dated February 27, 2004. Accordingly, 
these amendments are now being presented with a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 
per 37 CFR §1.1 14 and a check in the amount of the corresponding fee. It is hereby requested 
that this previous amendment, filed January 5, 2004, not be entered. In this submission, claims 
1, 17, and 28 have been amended; claim 25 has been cancelled without prejudice to 
consideration in a continuing application; and claims 33-48 have been added. Corresponding 
excess claim fees have been previously paid, and so no further fees should be due. 
Reconsideration of the present application as amended is respectfully requested in view of the 
following. 

Claims 1-8, 17, 18, 20-24, 28-32 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,414,400 to Scott (the "Scott reference"). With regard to the 
rejection of independent claim 1, it is respectfully submitted that the Scott reference fails to 
disclose, teach, and/or suggest a gaseous fuel. During the telephonic interview, there appeared to 
be some concern that this terminology alone did not clearly distinguish from gasoline or other 
fuel types. While the Applicant disagrees, to clarify the meaning of "gaseous fuel" as opposed to 
gasoline or other fuel types, claim 1 has been amended to recite that "the gaseous fuel includes at 
least one of natural gas, propane, and petroleum gas." Accordingly, it is believed claim 1 is in 
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condition for allowance. For at least the same reasons, it is believed the rejected dependent 
claims 2-8 are in condition for allowance. 

In the Final Office Action, it was indicated that the subject matter of dependent claim 10 
would be allowable if combined with the subject matter of original claim 1. New independent 
claim 33 combines subject matter from original claims 1 and 10. New claims 34-37 depend from 
claim 33 and are based on original dependent claims for claim 1. Accordingly, it is believed 
claims 33-37 are in condition for allowance. 

It was likewise indicated in the Final Office Action that the subject matter of any of 
claims 25-27 would be allowable if combined with the corresponding base claim 17. Selected 
subject matter from original claims 17 and 25 has been combined in claim 17 as amended. 
Consistent with this amendment, claim 25 has been cancelled. Selected subject matter from 
original claims 17 and 26 has been combined in new independent claim 38, and corresponding 
new dependent claims 39-43 are based on the subject matter of original claims depending from 
claim 17. Selected subject matter from original claims 17 and 27 has been combined in new 
independent claim 44, and corresponding new dependent claims 45-48 are based on the subject 
matter of original claims depending from claim 17. Accordingly, it is believed claims 17-24, 26, 
27, and 38-48 are in condition for allowance. 

As explained during the interview, the subject matter of dependent claim 27, including 
pressurizing an air/fuel mixture with a compressor driven by a turbine, does not appear to be 
disclosed, taught, and/or suggested. Independent claim 28, which is an apparatus claim with 
means clauses based on the content of method claim 17, has been amended to include the claim 
27 subject matter, and is believed to be allowable. Furthermore, the features of rejected 
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independent claim 29 include "pressurizing a mixture of fuel and air with a compressor, the 
compressor being driven with a turbine turned by exhaust from the engine" as originally recited 
therein. As discussed during the interview, among the reasons it is believed that claim 29 is in 
condition for allowance are at least those reasons supporting the allowability of such features in 
claim 27, as indicated in the Final Office Action. 

In the Final Office Action and the Advisory Action, allowance of dependent claims 12-15 
has been indicated. Because none of these are of independent form, it is believed, among other 
reasons, that the allowed claim range should be claims 11-15. Notably, claim 11 was not 
otherwise listed in either action as rejected or objected to. 

In view of the foregoing, it is believed that claims 1-15 and 17-24, and 26-48 are in 
condition for allowance. Reconsideration of the present application as amended is respectfully 
requested. Timely action towards a notice of allowability is hereby solicited. The Examiner is 
encouraged to contact the undersigned by telephone to address any outstanding matters 
concerning the present application. 
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Respectfully submitted: 



L. Scott Paynter, 
Reg. No. 39,797 

Woodard, Emhardt, Moriarty, McNett & Henry 

Bank One Center Tower 

111 Monument Circle, Suite 3700 

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-5137 

(317) 634-3456 



